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November 25, 2003 


To Whom it May Concern : 
= ! 


š: : Re: Charles L. Myrick 


I have recently represented Mr. Charles Myrick before the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioners office, and I currently represent Mr. Myrick with regard to a pardon application 
currently pending with the state of Georgia. In connection with my representation, Mr. Myrick 
has asked that I write some of his friends, family, and business associates a letter wherein I 
attempt to answer certain questions concerning Mr. Myiick’s dispute with the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioner’s office. To begin, I would like to say that in my dealings with Mr. Myrick he 
has acted very professionally, with the utmost honesty and integrity. In fact, it may be that Mr. 
Myrick’s strong character and integrity is what caused his ongoing problems with the Georgia 
Insurance Commission. I think you will see what I mean below. 


As 1 understand it, Mr. Myrick’s problems began when a man from Arizona contacted 
Mr. Myrick in an attempt to blackmail him. This man, allegedly, told Mr. Myrick that unless 
Mr. Myrick paid him $50,000, he would report a felony conviction for credit card fraud and 
acceptance of fraudulent goods (which occurred over 12 years ago) to the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioners office. This was a dangerous threat as people with felony convictions are not 
suppose to be selling insurance. Mr. Myrick could have paid this person and avoided this issue 
entirely. However, Mr. Myrick did not want to give in to the blackmailer’s threats, and 
attempted to self-report this matter to the Georgia Insurance Commissioners office. Apparently, 
Mr. Myrick, when he was first licensed by the Georgia Insurance Commissioners office thought 
that he did not have to report theses convictions, because he was under the impression that this 
conviction had been sealed under Georgia’s First Offender program. The First Offender 
Pypgtam is a legislative program offered to qualifying persons who are convicted of a felony, 
under this program if the individual can complete his probation provisions without violation the 
conviction will be sealed and not reflected as a conviction in their criminal record. 


In any event, I later discovered that for some reason Mr. Myrick’s conviction had not 
been recorded under Georgia’s first offender program despite the fact that Mr. Myrick was told 
by his lawyer that he was sentenced under the first offender program, and despite the fact that he 
was eligible for the program. In any event, upon Mr. Myrick’s learning about his conviction not 
being classified as a first offender conviction, he immediately contacted the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioner’s office to inform them of the extortionist’s demands and he also attempted to self 
report this situation regarding his conviction classification to the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioner’s office. 


Mr. Myrick maintains that even after this incident with the Georgia Insurance 
Commissioner’s office he has been threatened with anonymous phone calls and letters to other 
states where he is licensed to sell insurance. Mr. Myrick tells me that many State investigations 
and hearings resulted from these reports, and that all of Mr. Myrick’s contracts and licenses were 
either revoked or suspended until the events in Georgia were resolved. In addition, as you can 
imagine, Mr. Myrick maintains that his financial position was greatly effected by these events. 


Ultimately, a hearing was held on November 21, 2002 wherein an administrative law 
judge refused to side with the Georgia Insurance Commissioner’s attorney. The Judge found that 
‘Wecause Mr. Myrick did, self report his circumstances to the State, has had no other problems 
vith: the Insurance commissioners office, and because the issues reported were so far in Mr. 
Myrick’s past, that Mr. Myrick should only be suspended for one year. 


With this decision, Mr. Myrick can be reinstated in February 2004. However, even with 
this victory, the decision still opened Mr. Myrick to many investigations, and hearings in other 
states, Currently, we are also working on obtaining a state pardon of these past convictions and 
are presently awaiting a response from the State Board of Pardons and Paroles. Throughout this 
process, I have advised Mr. Myrick to avoid any contacts and/or problems that could complicate 
his case before the Insurance Commissioner’s Office or his pardon application before the 
Pardons and Parole Board. I hope my letter has answered any question’s you may have as to Mr. 
Myrick’s current situation with the Insurance Commissioner’s Office. I remain, 


Sincerely, 


ao 


J. STEPHEN MIXON 
Attorney for Charles Myrick 


JSM/dk 
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STATE OF GEORGIA 
IN THE MATTER OF: ) 
) 
) CASE NUMBER 2002-1137 
CHARLES L. MYRICK, ) 
Respondent y 
ORDER 


The Commissioner of Insurance of the State of Georgia (the Commissioner), acting 
through the Enforcement Division (Enforcement) of the Georgia Department of Insurance (the 
Department), has investigated the acts, practices, transactions, and course of business engaged in 
by CHARLES L. MYRICK (Respondent). As a result of that investigation, on October 8, 2002, 
the Commissioner, acting through the Chief Deputy Commissioner, issued a Notice and Order of 
License Revocation in which Respondent’s resident insurance agent’s license was revoked, 
affeetive November 4, 2002, unless timely written request for hearing was made. 

On October 18, 2002, Respondent filed a request for hearing regarding said Notice and 
Order. Pursuant to O.C.G.A. §50-13-40 et seg., Respondent’s hearing request was referred to the 
Office of State Administrative Hearing (OSAH). On November 1, 2002, OSAH issued a Notice 


of Hearing in which a hearing was scheduled for November 21, 2002, at 1:00 P.M. at OSAH, 


THE OFFICE OF INSURANCE AND SAFETY FIRE COMMISSIONER DOES NOT DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF RACE. COLOR, NATIONAL ORIGIN. 
SEX, RELIGION, AGE OR DISABILITY IN EMPLOYMENT OR THE PROVISION OF PROGRAMS OR SERVICES 


235 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 700, Atlanta, Georgia, before Administrative Law Judge 
Deepak Jeyaram. 

The hearing convened as scheduled on November 21, 2002, with Administrative Law 
Judge Jeyaram presiding. Daniel L. Camp, Esquire, Enforcement Attorney, represented the 
Department. J. Stephen Mixon, Esquire, with the law firm of Millar, Mixon & Hunt, LLC, 
Senesboro, Georgia, represented Respondent. At the hearing, sworn testimony and documentary 

tee 
evidence was admitted into the record, and both parties presented closing argument. On January 
15, 2003, Administrative Law Judge Jeyaram issued an Initial Decision in this matter. In his 
Initial Decision, he stated his findings of fact and conclusions of law and gave his 
recommendation thereon. . 

The Commissioner of Insurance has carefully reviewed the transcript and all evidence 
admitted at the aforesaid hearing. Based upon that review, the Commissioner adopts the Findings 
of Fact and Conclusions of Law as stated in the Administrative Law Judge’s “Initial Decision.” 
A copy of that “Initial Decision” is attached hereto and hereby incorporated herein. 

INITIAL DECISION 

In his Initial Decision dated January 15, 2003, Administrative Law Judge Jeyaram stated 
that it was his finding that the revocation of Respondent’s resident agent’s license in the State of 
Georgia is authorized. His recommendation, however, was that due to Respondent’s self-report 
of the deficiencies in his applications, his commendable community service and business 
practices as well as the remoteness in time of the convictions and his relatively young age at the 
time of conviction, that Respondent’s license be suspended for a period of one (1) year and a fine 


imposed as deemed appropriate by the Commissioner. 
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ORDER 
WHEREFORE, having considered the record as a whole and the Administrative Law 
Judge’s recommendation, based on the substantial evidence of record, consistent with that 
recommendation and pursuant to O.C.G.A. §50-13-41, it is hereby ORDERED as follows: 
1. It was stipulated in the record that, although the renewal application form which 


Respondent filed in August 2002 specifically asked about first offender treatment as well as 


æ 


felony convictions, he did not disclose his 1991 felony disposition on this application. (Tr., pp. 5- 
6.) The Commissioner, in his discretion, has concluded that a monetary penalty in the amount of 
FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS ($5,000.00) is warranted, pursuant to O.C.G.A. §33-2-24(g). 

2. CHARLES L. MYRICK’s Georgia resident insurance agent’s license is hereby 
SUSPENDED for a period of ONE (1) YEAR, commencing with the effective date of this 
ORDER; provided, however, that under nò circumstances will his license be reinstated until he 
has paid in full the monetary penalty specified in J], above. 

3. Upon satisfactory completion of the terms of {1 and 42, above, Respondent, upon 
application, will be granted a waiver pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §1033(e)(2) with respect to his March 
1991 felony conviction in the Superior Court of Clayton County, Georgia. 


Given under my Hand and Official Seal, effective this / 2 A iay of Fabr arf, 2003. 
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AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES LEE MYRICK 
COMES NOW, Charles Lee Myrick, affiant above named and after being duly sworn 


deposes and states as follows: 


a» ' r 1. 

a I am sui juris and competent to testify to the matters contained in this affidavit. I make 
the following representations with my own personal knowledge and for all purposes allowed by 
the Rules of Civil Procedure including but not limited to introduction into evidence in the case at 
bar. 

2. 
On 10 October 2002, I shared the following taped telephone message from: August 21, 
2002 with J. Stephen Mixon at his office. 
3. 
I swear and affirm that the following transcript is a true and correct transcript of the 
recorded telephone message taken from my home telephone on August 21, 2002. 
Saved message today 4:24 p.m. | 

1 Charles this is Ben Wagner 480-394-0998 think you have had a problem with multiple 
felonies, forgery, credit card fraud, receiving stolen goods. Also, looks like you haven’t taken 
the time to share that information with various insurance offices in different states where you 
have applied to sell insurance. You might want to call me back while I am thinking about what 


to do with that information. 


To erase this message....(tape ends) 


Further Affiant saith not. This _/2 day of Pado hë , 2002 
Lahka 





CHARLES LEE M 


Sworn and prescribed before me 


this /0 _day of O@To@ee_, 2002. 


Ey 


Devin HN 
NOTARY PUBLIC 








STATE BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLES 





PARDON 


WHEREAS, Charles Myrick, Serial Number EE:276292 was convicted in the court(s) indicated below of the 
following offense(s) for which he received the sentence(s) hereinafter set forth: 













———— 
DATE 
COURT OF SENTENCE 
OFFENSE CONVICTION BEGAN SENTENCE 


















Criminal Receipt of Goods 
Fraudulently Received (Count 1) 
(90CR215991) 


Clayton Superior 3/28/91 3 years 


Financial Transaction Card Fraud 3 years concurrent 
(Count 3) 


Forgery Ist Degree (Count 2) 10 years, serve 5 years, 


balance probated, 
concurrent (c/f 3/26/91). 


Commuted 4/4/94 




















and, 


WHEREAS, an application for a Pardon has been filed by the above named individual; and 


WHEREAS, having investigated the facts material to the pardon application, which investigation has 


established to the satisfaction of the Board that the pardon applicant is a law-abiding citizen and is fully 
rehabilitated; 


THEREFORE, pursuant to Article 1V, Section II, Paragraph II (a), of the Constitution of the State of Georgia, 
the Board, without implying innocence, hereby unconditionally fully pardons said individual, and it is hereby 


ORDERED that all disabilities under Georgia law resulting from the above stated conviction (s) and 


sentence (s), as well as, any other Georgia conviction (s) and sentence(s) imposed prior thereto, be and each and 
all are hereby removed; and 


ORDERED FURTHER that ail civil and political rights, except the right to receive, possess, or transport 
in commerce a firearm, lost under Georgia law as a result of the above stated conviction(s) and sentence(s), as 


well as, any other Georgia conviction(s) and sentence(s) imposed prior thereto, be and each and all are hereby 
restored. 


It is directed that copies of this order be furnished to the said applicant and to the Clerk(s) of Court(s) in the 
County(s) where the above sentence(s) were imposed. 


GIVEN UNDER THE HAND AND SEAL of the State Board of Pardons 
and Paroles, this 13th day of May, 2004. 


STATE BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLES 


FOR THE BOA] 
Linda Winston 
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June 3, 2004 
Charles Lee Myrick 
2900 Camp Creek Pkwy. 
Apt. D-13 
College Park GA 30337 
T > M Gaag 
Dear Charles: 


My office spoke with Dan Camp on June 2, 2004, regarding your pardon and clearing 
your records on file with his office, in respect to the administrative hearing held in connection 
with the pardoned criminal charges. Mr. Camp says that his office has no procedure or precedent 
to follow in dealing with this matter. Additionally, he said that his records and the records from 
the Office of Administrative Hearings are two separate records. He said it could be possible to 
get an order from the Superior Court to possibly seal the records, or redact them concerning the 
criminal charges. He also stated that the records at the national level contain references to the 
hearing on the criminal charges and a State Court may not have any jurisdiction to order 
anything on the national level. 


Trying to clear all these records may be very expensive, as there does not seem to be any 
precedent on how to get theses records cleared. It may be possible to get a letter on the 
Insurance Commissions letterhead detailing the circumstances to help with any problems caused 
by the records. Please contact me so that we can discuss how you want to proceed with this 
matter, and give me more details on how these records affect your licensing and business 
operations. I remain, 


Sincerely, 


a“ 


J. STEPHEN MIXON 
JSM/dk 


